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3© August 1951 


Subject: AERODYNAMIC Message 
Reft MOOT 4828 


1* Oa the basis of the information available to us we consider that 
It was an error in judgment to send the message In Para 1 of reference. This 
Information came to us i»' v 0091 and was given us la good faith by JATHAWK. 

Me question whether It was necessary in the first place to disclose to 
CASSOWARY 3 the fact that the information had come through the C AVAT IN A-J AYHA WK 
W/T channels. Certainly, sending tills to the field In a blind broadcast consti- 
tutes a decided security risk and, we cannot help but feel, a breach of faith 
with JATHAWK. 

2. Me appreciate your desire for clarification of the situation in the 
ho mel and, which ve share. We see no reason, however, why essentially the same 
purposes might not have been served by a message from CASSOWARY 3 stating that 
the news had appeared in the CAVATINA press, requesting verification and further 
asking what the source of CAVATINA’S information could have been. 

3. We should like to have a summary of the factors on which you based 

your decision to send the message without reference to headquarters * Note 
that MUNI 4778, Para 3, requests permission to auery the homeland if JATHAWK 
team was flat the source of the information. j)91 verified that the 

JATHAWK team was the source. 


